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Notes. 


1.  Our  Annual  Reports  of  1890  and  later  years  can  be  freely 
supplied  to  all  applicants.  A  very  few  for  the  earlier  years  can 
be  sent  to  libraries  only. 

2.  The  several  special  issues  of  1893,  and  one  or  two  others, 
can  also  be  freely  given  to  applicants. 

3.  The  Report  of  the  Hon.  Carroll  D.  Wright,  LL.D.,  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Labor,  on  Marriage  and  Divorce  in  the  United 
States  and  Europe,  can  be  had  on  application  addressed  as 
above  to  the  Department  of  Labor,  Washington,  D.  C. 

4.  All  who  appreciate  the  work  of  the  League  are  invited  to 
note  the  serious  debt  as  shown  in  the  account  of  the  Treasurer, 
and  also  bear  in  mind  the  need  of  a  more  generous  provision  for 
a  society  that  is  much  restricted  for  funds  to  meet  increasing 
calls  for  important  service. 

5.  The  heaviest  expenses  come  in  the  first  half  of  the  year. 
Contributions  then,  or  encouragement  given  for  gifts 

LATER,  ARE  OF  THE  GREATEST  SERVICE. 

6.  Special  attention  is  called  to  the  privilege  of  Associate 
Annual  Membership,  which  is  freely  extended  to  all  proper 
persons,  both  ladies  and  gentlemen,  on  payment  of  five  dollars 
for  the  year,  to  be  renewed  at  the  pleasure  of  the  subscriber. 
Such  members  are  for  the  time  members  in  full,  entitled  to  vote 
at  our  meetings  and  to  receive  all  our  publications.  If  you  are 
not  a  larger  co7itribiUor>  will  you  not  send  your  request  for  asso¬ 
ciate  membership  and  the  fee  to  the  Treasurer  at  once ,  and  thus 
give  substantial  aid  to  this  most  importa?it  work  f 

7.  The  Treasurer,  William  G.  Benedict,  610  Atlantic 
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Avenue,  Boston,  Mass.,  will  gratefully  acknowledge  all  con¬ 
tributions. 

8.  All  correspondence  relating  to  the  general  work  of  the 
League  and  special  inquiries  for  lectures,  literature,  and  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  addressed  to  the  Corresponding  Secretary, 
Rev.  Samuel  W.  Dike,  LL.D.,  Auburndale,  Mass. 

Contributions  may  be  sent  to  him ,  or  to  the  Treasurer  as  directed 
above. 


4 


Record  of  the  Annual  Meeting. 


Boston,  Jan.  23,  1895. 

The  fifteenth  annual  meeting  of  the  National  Divorce  Reform 
League  was  held  at  Pilgrim  Hall,  Congregational  House, 
January  23,  at  2.30  p.m.  In  the  absence  of  the  President,  Rev. 
A.  Hovey,  D.D.,  Hon.  Hamilton  A.  Hill  was  invited  to  preside. 
Prayer  was  offered  by  Rev.  C.  H.  Spalding.  The  minutes  of 
the  last  meeting  were  read  and  approved.  Rev.  W.  H. 
Cobb,  D.D.,  of  Newton  Centre,  was  elected  a  member  of  the 
League.  A  committee  on  nomination  of  officers  was  chosen, 
consisting  of  Prof.  W.  E.  Huntington,  Hon.  C.  C.  Burr,  and 
Mr.  William  B.  Herrick.  In  the  absence  of  Mr.  William  G. 
Benedict,  the  Treasurer,  his  report  was  read  by  the  Correspond¬ 
ing  Secretary,  Dr.  Dike.  This  report  was  referred  to  Mr.  Everett 
O.  Fisk,  as  auditor.  Professor  Huntington  reported  for  the 
nominating  committee  the  following  list  of  officers  :  — 

President ,  Rt.  Rev.  William  Lawrence,  S.T.D. 

Vice-Presidents ,  Hon.  Nathaniel  Shipman,  LL.D. ;  Hon.  Seth 
Low,  LL.D. ;  Hon.  Hamilton  A.  Hill,  LL.D. 

Corresponding  Secretary ,  Rev.  S.  W.  Dike,  LL.D. 

Recording  Secretary ,  Rev.  C.  H.  Spalding. 

Treasurer ,  Mr.  William  G.  Benedict. 

Executive  Committee ,  Hon.  Hamilton  A.  Hill,  LL.  D. ;  Presi¬ 
dent  M.  H.  Buckham,  D.D. ;  Mr.  Everett  O.  Fisk  ;  Hon.  Simeon 
E.  Baldwin,  LL.D. ;  Prof.  Francis  G.  Peabody,  D.D. ;  Prof.  W.  E. 
Huntington,  Ph.D.  ;  Prof.  George  Harris,  D.D.  ;  Rev.  James 
DeNormandie ;  Prof.  G.  D.  B.  Pepper,  D.D.,  LL.D. ;  Rev.  Daniel 
Merriman,  D.D. ;  Hon.  C.  C.  Burr  ;  Rev.  S.  W.  Dike,  LL.D. 
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These  officers  were  elected.  Dr.  Dike  read  his  report  as 
Corresponding  Secretary.  It  was  received  and  ordered  printed. 
Mr.  Fisk  reported  that  he  had  audited  the  Treasurer’s  report, 
and  found  it  correct.  The  Treasurer’s  report  was  accepted. 
Minutes  approved. 

C.  H.  Spalding,  Recording  Secretary. 


* 


Report  of  the  Corresponding  Secretary. 


Thoughtful  observers  frequently  remark  on  the  growth  of  a 
better  public  opinion  and  a  deeper  interest  in  the  work  for 
which  the  National  Divorce  Reform  League  stands.  Though  it 
may  not  clearly  appear  to  everybody,  and  its  evidences  cannot 
be  easily  put  into  a  report,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
in  no  earlier  year  of  our  organization  were  there  more  indica¬ 
tions  of  a  greater  increase  of  interest  in  the  Family  as  an 
institution  worthy  of  solicitude  for  its  integrity  and  vigor  and  as 
a  mighty  force  in  social  improvement  than  I  have  found  in  the 
year  1894. 

Very  few  legislatures  were  in  session  the  past  year,  and  conse¬ 
quently  the  legal  changes  for  the  better  are  few  in  number,  as 
we  shall  see  later.  The  continued  financial  depression  has  inter¬ 
fered  with  the  extension  of  our  work  and  with  collections  ;  but 
our  educational  institutions  are  fuller  than  ever  of  eager  stu¬ 
dents  of  the  Family  itself  and  of  those  social  sciences  and  social 
problems  that  compel  attention  to  the  Family  as  essential  to 
their  own  proper  study.  Those  who  are  in  actual  contact  with 
social  evils  of  whatever  kind  have  felt  more  deeply  than  ever 
before  and  seen  in  clearer  light  the  value  of  a  sound  domestic  life. 

For  example,  a  leader  in  the  management  of  one  of  the  largest 
and  most  successful  systems  of  parish  work  in  the  country 
recently  told  me  that  his  entire  work  is  now  based  on  the  use  of 
the  Home  as  the  centre  of  social  relief  and  recovery.  Then  the 
events  of  the  year  have  turned  the  attention  of  both  capital  and 
labor  to  the  important  factor  which  the  Home  and  domestic  life 
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make  in  the  industrial  problem.  They  have  with  equal  clearness 
illustrated  the  truth  that  a  pure  and  vigorous  domestic  morality 
or  its  lack  profoundly  affects  the  question  of  good  government. 
Corrupt  officials  and  bad  citizens,  and  the  saloon  and  the  brothel 
which  they  use  for  their  base  purposes,  are  very  largely  the  off¬ 
spring  and  graduates  of  defective  or  positively  bad  homes  and 
home  life.  In  the  religious  and  educational  world  the  Home 
every  year  comes  into  view  more  distinctly  as  both  an  object 
and  an  instrument  of  piety  and  discipline.  The  more  recent 
developments  in  modern  Psychology  and  Pedagogy  are  apparently 
preparing  the  way  for  a  greatly  increased  attention  to  the  relig¬ 
ious  and  educational  resources  of  the  Home,  which  are  now  com¬ 
paratively  latent  or  but  partially  recognized. 

A  DISTINCTIVE  WORK. 

It  should  not  be  forgotten  by  our  friends  or  the  public  that 
the  League  has  a  distinct  object  which  it  steadily  pursues.  It  is 
not  at  all  a  society  for  doing  great  things  by  itself  —  things  which 
cost  large  sums  of  money,  with  many  workers  in  the  field,  exten¬ 
sive  publications,  and  large  mass-meetings.  It  carefully  avoids 
all  work  that  can  be  done  more  properly  by  regular  societies  and 
agencies.  It  has  never  had  a  formulated  set  of  proposed  laws  or 
a  doctrine  of  the  Family  to  propound.  To  all  inquiries  for  a 
ready-made  code  of  Domestic  Law — and  they  have  not  been  infre¬ 
quent  —  our  reply  has  always  been  that  we  have  nothing  of  the 
sort  to  furnish  applicants  for  adoption  either  by  the  States  or 
the  Nation.  Nor  have  we  any  resolutions  to  pass  or  opinions  to 
proclaim  on  the  host  of  good  objects  in  which  the  officers  and 
members  of  the  League  may  be  personally  interested.  And 
what  is  true  of  the  specific  subjects  of  Marriage  and  Divorce  is 
also  our  position  regarding  all  the  other  parts  of  the  great 
problem  of  the  Family.  The  League  has  already  recognized 
the  truth  that  the  branches  and  relations  of  this  subject  are  as 
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infinite  as  those  of  Human  Society  itself ;  but  for  this  very 
reason  it  has  concentrated  its  work  in  order  that  it  may  touch 
other  things  through  its  efforts  all  the  more  effectively.  It  is 
mainly  an  incentive  to  other  institutions  and  forces,  that  their 
own  work  for  the  Home  and  through  it  may  be  done  more  per¬ 
fectly.  It  may  be  said  that  we  aim  to  bring  things  about  rather 
than  do  them  ourselves.  Here  is  in  part  the  explanation  of  our 
method  and  success,  into  which  I  have  gone  at  some  length  to 
meet  inquiries,  suggestions,  or  requests  that  are  often  made. 
The  League  is  not  a  society  for  the  direct  supply  of  all  sorts  of 
social  improvements  ;  but  it  does  intend  to  point  the  way  to 
the  protection  and  improvement  of  the  most  fundamental  and 
far-reaching  institution  of  the  Family  by  its  touch  upon  the 
resources  of  Religion,  Education,  Law,  and  Industry.  It  cannot 
afford  to  leave  this  special  work  to  go  into  the  hundred  other 
good  things  which  help  make  the  Home  and  Society  better. 

We  turn  first  to  the  legal  changes  of  the  year. 

RECENT  LEGISLATION. 

Very  few  State  legislatures  held  sessions  in  1894.  As  it  is 
not  easy  to  report  at  the  very  beginning  of  a  year  all  the  legisla¬ 
tion  of  the  former  year,  we  include  some  unreported  statutes  of 
1893,  and  may  not  note  all  laws  enacted  in  1894. 

Arkansas  enacted  a  law  regulating  the  distribution  of  property 
after  divorce. 

Colorado  makes  failure  to  support  a  wife  a  misdemeanor. 

Illinois  makes  the  abandonment  of  a  wife,  or  a  child  under 
twelve  years  of  age,  a  misdemeanor. 

Kentucky  made  in  1893  extensive  changes  in  its  laws  relating 
to  marriage.  Among  the  more  noteworthy  are  the  following  :  — 
The  degrees  of  relationship  within  which  marriages  are  forbid¬ 
den  are  clearly  defined.  Marriage  between  a  white  and  a  negro 
or  a  mulatto  is  forbidden.  A  marriage  is  not  lawful  unless 
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solemnized  in  the  presence  of  an  authorized  person  or  society. 
A  former  law  is  re-enacted  with  clearer  definition,  requiring  a 
bond  with  good  security  in  the  penalty  of  one  hundred  dollars 
on  application  for  a  license  in  case  the  applicants  are  personally 
unknown,  with  the  condition  that  there  is  no  lawful  cause  to 
obstruct  the  marriage. 

The  causes  for  Divorce  to  either  party  are  apparently  reduced 
in  number  and  more  carefully  guarded.  Judicial  separation  is 
allowed  under  the  new  law  as  it  was  under  the  former  statute. 
A  new  provision  is  introduced,  which  I  do  not  recall  in  the  laws 
of  any  other  State,  but  which  apparently  is  needed  elsewhere. 
It  is  that  “  there  shall  not  be  granted  to  any  person  more  than 
one  divorce,  except  for  living  in  adultery,  to  the  party  not  in 
fault,  and  for  the  causes  for  which  a  divorce  may  be  granted  to 
both  husband  and  wife.” 

Maryland  enacts  that  a  license  is  sufficient  authority  for  a 
minister  or  other  authorized  person  to  proceed  to  celebrate  a 
marriage,  but  imposes  a  fine  for  proceeding  without  one  and  also 
for  failing  to  make  return  of  the  marriage  within  thirty  days. 

Massachusetts ,  which  has  generally  led  in  improvements  in  the 
regulation  of  Marriage,  makes  further  regulations  in  the  inter¬ 
est  of  society.  An  act  now  provides  that  notices  of  intention  of 
marriage  are  not  to  be  received  by  town  clerks  of  persons  under 
eighteen  and  sixteen  respectively,  except  on  order  of  the  judge 
of  probate  after  consent  of  parent  or  guardian.  The  value  of 
this  is  obvious. 

The  alteration  of  the  record  of  a  birth,  death,  or  marriage  by 
clerks  is  forbidden  except  on  such  evidence  as  is  required  for 
original  entry. 

Notice  of  intention  of  marriage  may  now  be  required  in  writ¬ 
ing,  and  oath  to  the  truth  of  all  the  statements  may  also  be 
demanded.  The  clerk  may  refuse  a  certificate  if  he  has  reason¬ 
able  doubt  of  the  statements  made  to  him.  He  may  also  dis- 
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pense  with  statements  that  do  not  affect  the  identity  or  age  of 
the  parties,  if  the  facts  cannot  be  obtained  with  reasonable  effort. 

New  Hampshire  increases  the  certainty  of  return  of  births, 
marriages,  and  deaths  by  giving  a  fee  of  twenty-five  cents  each. 

New  Jersey.  Both  Houses  of  the  Legislature  of  this  State 
passed  a  bill  providing  a  system  of  marriage  license,  intended 
to  prevent  the  notorious  Camden  marriages  of  parties  from  Phil¬ 
adelphia  ;  but  the  Governor  vetoed  the  bill,  and  it  did  not 
become  a  law. 

New  York  has  enacted  a  law  prohibiting  marriages  between 
uncles  and  nieces,  and  aunts  and  nephews. 

North  Carolina ,  in  addition  to  the  legal  fee  for  the  issue  of 
marriage  licenses,  makes  them  a  subject  of  taxation,  and  has 
increased  the  tax  to  one  dollar. 

Ohio  has  imposed  a  penalty  for  unlawfully  performing  the 
marriage  ceremony.  This  State  has  also  made  it  a  misdemeanor 
for  a  married  man  to  represent  himself  as  unmarried,  to  make 
proposals  of  marriage. 

Rhode  Island  enacts  a  law  providing  that  certificates  of  births, 
marriages,  and  deaths  of  non-residents  in  a  town  or  city  shall 
be  sent  to  the  town  or  city  where  the  parties  or  their  parents 
reside. 

Vermont  has  repealed  the  section  of  the  act  of  1884  which  con¬ 
tinues  libels  for  Divorce,  entered  at  any  term  of  court,  as  of 
course  to  the  succeeding  term  of  the  court.  It  also  amends  the 
provision  for  Divorce  on  the  ground  of  refusal  to  support  by  add¬ 
ing  the  qualifying  words  “or  physical  ”  to  the  term  “pecuniary 
ability.” 

Virginia  re-enacts  the  substance  of  her  former  Divorce  Law 
regarding  statutory  causes  for  Divorce.  The  only  material 
change  is  in  the  substitution  of  three  years  in  place  of  five  as 
the  period  for  which  desertion  must  continue  before  a  divorce 
can  be  granted. 


14 


GAINS  OF  THE  LAST  TWO  YEARS. 

Nineteen  of  our  States,  at  least,  have  in  the  last  two  years 
passed  one  or  more  acts  each  in  amendment  of  their  Marriage 
or  Divorce  Laws,  or  both,  and  a  considerable  number  have 
increased  their  protection  against  licentious  practices.  In 
them  all  there  are  not  more  than  one  or  two  instances,  if  any, 
that  can  be  regarded  as  in  the  interests  of  laxity.  If  we  were 
to  go  back  a  half-dozen  years,  the  list  of  States  and  enactments 
would  be  greatly  increased,  and  would  include  some  thorough 
reconstructions  of  Marriage  and  Divorce  Law. 

Probably  the  stream  of  Divorce  is  swelling  in  volume  in  spite 
of  these  restrictions,  though  less  rapidly  than  it  otherwise  would, 
just  as  the  lower  Mississippi  rises  long  after  the  rains  in  the 
North  begin  to  decrease.  Law  checks  the  flow,  and  keeps  it 
more  nearly  within  proper  channels ;  but,  as  we  have  always 
held,  the  great  remedies  must  be  applied  around  the  sources. 
The  offices  of  Religion,  Education,  and  improved  industrial  and 
social  conditions  generally  must  be  diligently  employed  to  create 
that  sound  public  opinion  which  will  demand  and  support  safe 
legislation  and  transfer  increasing  numbers  of  the  weak  in 
domestic  character  to  the  ranks  of  the  strong,  from  the  bondage 
of  legalism  —  that  is  often  license  — to  real  freedom.  No  Chris¬ 
tian  country  in  the  world  is  so  lax  as  the  United  States  in  its 
legal  regulations  of  the  Family,  and  the  dangers  of  these  are 
greatly  increased  by  the  lack  of  uniformity  and  the  thousands 
of  courts  having  jurisdiction  over  Divorce. 

UNIFORM  LEGISLATION. 

Twenty-three  States,  so  far  as  I  can  learn,  have  now  created 
commissions  on  uniform  legislation  on  Marriage,  Divorce,  and 
several  other  subjects.  Among  those  recently  added  to  the  list 
are  Iowa,  South  Carolina,  and  Virginia.  Another  conference 
of  the  commissions  was  held  last  year,  and  some  progress  made 
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in  the  study  of  the  problem  before  them.  It  is  expected  that 
this  year  enough  other  States  will  join  in  the  movement  to 
insure  so  decided  a  majority  of  the  States  that  the  commissions, 
no  longer  delaying  to  secure  the  moral  support  of  the  influential, 
will  go  on  with  their  work  more  confidently.  It  is  said  that 
almost  every  new  commission  brings  to  the  problem  some  fresh 
point  that  shows  the  importance,  as  well  as  the  difficulty,  of  the 
task  and  the  need  of  proceeding  with  great  care  in  the  whole 
work.  This  is  due  largely  to  the  peculiarities  of  law  or  admin¬ 
istration  that  unexpectedly  appear  as  each  State  comes  into  the 
conference. 

There  is  in  legal  circles,  outside  as  well  as  within  the  American 
Bar  Association,  a  growing  interest  in  this  problem  that  prom¬ 
ises  great  good  ultimately.  Much  interest  was  shown  in  the 
remarkably  able  address  of  the  Hon.  Leonard  A.  Jones,  of  the 
Massachusetts  Commission  on  Uniformity,  who  is  the  editor  of 
the  American  Law  Review  and  a  law  writer  of  high  standing. 
It  was  the  annual  address  before  the  Virginia  State  Bar  Associa¬ 
tion,  and  was  printed  in  the  American  Law  Review  for  August, 
1894.  The  position  of  Mr.  Jones  is  indicated  by  the  title  of  his 
address,  “  Uniformity  of  Laws  through  National  and  Interstate 
Codification,”  in  which  he  says  that  he  has  come  “to  believe  in 
and  to  advocate  a  modified  form  of  codification.”  He  speaks 
with  earnest  conviction,  from  the  experience  of  the  commissions 
so  far,  of  the  feasibility  of  their  plan,  and  thinks  “the  National 
Government  should  take  part  in  and  bear  the  chief  expense  of 
this  great  work.”  He  says:  “An  expenditure  of  fifty  thousand 
dollars  or  more  a  year  in  this  way  would  be  a  far  greater  benefit 
to  the  country  than  many  millions  spent  for  any  other  purpose 
I  know  of.  I  would  propose  the  enactment  by  Congress  of  a 
statute  providing  for  the  appointment  of  several  commissioners, 
whose  duty  should  be  the  forming  of  codes  for  all  the  States  and 
for  the  Nation.  The  commissioners  should  be  given  salaries 


i6 


large  enough  to  command  the  services  of  the  ablest  jurists  and 
the  most  experienced  legislators  of  the  country.  They  should 
be  appointed  on  recommendation  of  the  justices  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  or  of  the  commissioners  of  the 
several  States  on  uniform  laws.  .  .  .  The  experience  of  the 
State  commissioners,  who  have  met  in  conference  during  the 
last  two  years,  is  that  after  a  full  interchange  of  opinions  upon 
any  subject,  and  mature  deliberation,  there  is  no  difficulty  in 
securing  the  unanimous  approval  of  a  statute  or  resolution  on 
this  subject.” 

The  hearty  reception  in  Virginia  of  this  address,  and  the  crea¬ 
tion  of  a  commission  in  that  and  other  leading  States  in  the 
South,  are  indications  of  the  strength  of  the  movement.  Mr. 
James  C.  Carter,  the  eminent  lawyer  of  New  York,  five  years 
earlier,  before  the  same  Association,  had  strongly  put  the  need 
of  uniformity  and  pointed  to  the  advantage  of  the  tendency  of 
the  private  law  of  all  English-speaking  States  to  a  unity. 

Earlier  reports  of  the  National  Divorce  Reform  League  have 
indicated  the  even  wider  tendency  toward  essential  uniformity 
in  Marriage  and  Divorce  Laws  in  all  civilized  countries.  A  Ger¬ 
man  lawyer,  who  has  been  in  the  United  States  the  past  year  on 
a  governmental  appointment  to  study  certain  subjects,  tells  me 
that  Germany  is  likely  very  soon  to  extend  the  uniformity  of  her 
Marriage  Laws,  adopted  in  1875,  to  the  subject  of  Divorce.  I 
am  more  than  ever  impressed  with  the  probability  that  some 
greater  degree  of  International  uniformity  will  be  found  practic¬ 
able  before  many  years,  and  that  our  State  legislation,  as  well  as 
the  work  of  the  Commissions  on  Uniformity,  is  tending  in  that 
direction.  Certainly  this  phase  of  the  problem  is  deserving  of 
careful  attention. 

JAPAN. 

Our  Annual  Report  for  1890  referred  to  the  state  of  Marriage 
and  Divorce  in  Japan  and  to  the  need  of  the  development  of  a 
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system  of  Public  Law  regarding  the  Family  to  meet  the  condi¬ 
tions  of  its  present  civilization ;  for  the  domestic  relations  in 
Japan  have  been  almost  wholly  left  to  private  control,  Marriage 
and  Divorce  being  the  concern  only  of  the  families  directly  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  particular  case.  In  other  words,  Japan  has  left  her 
Family  Law  practically  where  it  was  in  Rome  in  her  earliest 
times,  and  where  early  civilizations  leave  it  until  Public  Law  is 
developed  out  of  the  regulations  of  custom.  Such  a  situation  is 
necessarily  perilous  to  domestic  institutions,  and  especially  so  in 
a  period  of  swift  social  transitions,  and  to  a  high  civilization. 
That  the  condition  was  serious  appears  from  the  fact  that  offi¬ 
cial  statistics  put  the  divorces  in  Japan  at  one-third  the  mar¬ 
riages. 

Within  the  last  two  or  three  years  a  new  Civil  Code  has  been 
reported  to  the  Imperial  Diet,  including  a  system  of  Marriage 
and  Divorce  Law,  and  the  part  relating  to  Commercial  Law  is 
already  in  operation.  The  part  concerning  the  Family  and  the 
division  of  property  after  the  death  of  the  father  met  with  oppo¬ 
sition,  chiefly  due  to  distrust  of  its  adaptation  to  the  usages  of 
the  Japanese  nation.  It  is  now  in  process  of  revision.  My 
intelligent  correspondent  writes  that  there  is  little  doubt  that 
Divorce  will  soon  be  put  under  the  control  of  the  courts  and 
restricted  to  a  few  legally  defined  grounds,  similar  to  those  in 
Western  nations. 

It  may  be  said  here  that  from  no  one  country  or  from  no 
single  section  of  our  own  country  have  more  eager  inquiries 
come  to  the  League  than  from  the  missionaries  and  natives  of 
Japan  in  the  last  six  or  seven  years.  One  leading  missionary 
has  given  this  interest  expression  in  terms  much  like  those 
which  others  in  Japan,  India,  and  elsewhere  have  used.  He 
said,  substantially:  “Your  work  in  regard  to  the  Family  and 
Sociology  is  most  useful  to  us  out  in  Japan  for  two  reasons  :  it 
helps  us  to  contribute  the  better  to  the  solution  of  the  great 
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social  problem  here ;  and  it  also  shows  the  people  here  that  you 
in  America  are  at  work  upon  your  own  domestic  problem,  which, 
to  the  thoughtful  men  of  another  civilization,  as  well  as  to  most 
intelligent  Europeans,  is  by  no  means  an  easy  one  or  lacking  in 
most  serious  aspects.”  This  suggests  the  remark  that  a  scien¬ 
tific  knowledge  of  the  Family  and  other  social  institutions  by 
the  missionary  will  come  to  be  as  useful  to  him  as  geology  is  to 
the  miner.  He  can  more  quickly  master  the  social  conditions 
of  his  field,  and  do  it  more  surely. 

AUSTRALIA. 

It  is  due  that  mention  be  made  here  of  the  services  to  the 
League  of  the  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Alfred  Stephen,  the  ex-Chief  Jus¬ 
tice  of  New  South  Wales,  who  died  October  15,  in  his  ninety- 
third  year.  At  the  request  of  the  late  David  Dudley  Field,  sev¬ 
eral  years  ago,  a  correspondence  was  begun  with  Sir  Alfred  which 
continued  till  the  very  last  week  of  his  life,  and  in  which  he 
gave  us  valuable  information  and  suggestions.  Besides  having 
held  several  other  important  offices,  he  had  been  Premier  of  the 
Colony  and  member  of  the  Parliament.  In  the  latter  capacity, 
in  the  eighty-ninth  year  of  his  age,  he  carried  through  success¬ 
fully,  against  great  opposition  and  against  all  his  own  earlier , 
convictions,  a  bill  changing  the  Divorce  Law  of  the  Colony. 

Instead  of  the  old  law  of  Divorce  for  a  single  cause  and  in 
favor  of  the  husband  only,  the  new  law  grants  Divorce  on  four 
or  five  grounds.  Sir  Alfred  Stephen  keenly  felt  the  evils  of 
our  own  system  and  sought  to  avoid  them  by  a  carefully  pre¬ 
scribed  administration.  Whether  the  experiment  will  prove 
a  wise  one  or  not  remains  to  be  seen ;  but  it  must  be  said 
that  it  is  in  the  general  direction  of  the  movement  from  all 
points  of  approach,  in  almost  all  parts  of  the  civilized  world, 
whether  from  extreme  laxity  or  from  rigid  conditions  of  extreme 
conservatism.  This  is  toward  a  system  having  a  very  few 
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carefully  defined  causes  of  Divorce  and  protected  by  a  wisely 
guarded  system  of  administration.  To  some  this  will  seem 
to  be  a  dangerous  step  backward  and  down  from  the  stand¬ 
ards  of  the  Christian  Church.  There  are  many  others,  how¬ 
ever,  who,  like  our  first  President,  Dr.  Woolsey,  carefully  dis¬ 
criminate  between  what  the  State  may  do  in  its  relation  to 
public  order  and  what  the  Church  should  enforce  in  its  discipline 
or  teach  in  its  social  ideals.  These  wijl  only  regard  the  action 
of  this  Colony  as  they  do  that  of  other  States.  It  is,  of  course, 
well  known  that  the  League,  as  such,  has  no  dogmas  to  set  forth 
on  this  point.  Privately,  its  members  and  contributors  are  of  all 
shades  of  opinion,  and  no  small  part  of  its  success  is  due  to  this 
catholicity  and  determination  to  leave  all  who  sincerely  desire 
improvement  to  form  their  own  practical  measures  of  reform. 

EDUCATIONAL  WORK. 

An  appointment  as  Lecturer  on  Sociology  as  applied  to  Social 
Problems  in  the  Garrett  Biblical  Institute  at  the  Northwestern 
University  in  Evanston,  Ill.,  was  the  convenient  occasion  of 
a  visit  to  several  other  educational  institutions.  Besides  the 
course  given  in  Evanston  and  an  address  to  the  students  of  the 
McCormick  Theological  Seminary  of  Chicago,  three  or  four  lec¬ 
tures  and  an  address  in  each  were  given  in  Chicago  University ; 
in  the  Indiana  State  University,  in  De  Pauw  University  at  Gren- 
castle,  —  the  two  largest  institutions  in  Indiana,  —  and  in  Oberlin 
College,  O.  The  work  of  the  Chicago  University  on  the  Fam¬ 
ily  and  Sociology  in  its  Department  of  Social  Science  and 
Sociology  is  already  well  known.  A  good  beginning  had  been 
previously  made  in  the  study  of  the  problems  of  Marriage, 
Divorce,  and  the  Family  in  general  in  some  of  these  institutions. 
The  interest  of  the  faculties  and  the  eagerness  of  the  students  to 
pursue  these  subjects  were  very  great.  Whenever  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  was  given  for  the  purpose,  nearly  the  entire  student  body 
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attended  the  general  lecture  or  address,  while  the  professors 
and  students  in  those  departments  that  are  related  to  the  sub¬ 
ject  always  arranged  for  as  many  lectures  and  as  much  personal 
conference  as  could  be  given. 

The  immediate  usefulness  of  such  work  is  seen  in  the  letters 
that  have  since  come  from  students  in  those  institutions,  who 
have  in  one  way  or  another  made  our  subjects  the  theme  of 
special  papers  or  extended  study,  and  in  a  considerable  number 
of  inquiries  from  the  region  around  those  institutions.  A  still 
greater  value  must  be  given,  probably,  to  the  impulses  such  work 
imparts  and  to  the  influence  of  its  suggestions  upon  the  future  of 
the  eager,  enthusiastic  minds  that  are  crowding  into  the 
educational  institutions  of  the  West,  where  many  more  have 
called  for  it  than  our  present  resources  can  supply.  One 
or  two  hundred  dollars  should  be  at  our  command  every  year 
for  work  of  this  kind  in  our  Southern  and  Western  States. 
Perhaps  some  appreciative  friend  may  see  here  the  opportunity 
for  a  wise  investment. 

THE  HARTFORD  SCHOOL  OF  SOCIOLOGY. 

Besides  addresses  in  the  University  of  Pennsylvania,  Prince¬ 
ton  Theological  Seminary,  and  other  places,  a  course  of  twelve 
lectures  was  given  on  “  The  Family  as  a  Modern  Social  Problem  ” 
in  the  new  School  of  Sociology  in  Hartford,  Conn.  The  place  of 
the  Family  in  Modern  Society ;  the  effect  of  changes  in  social 
structure  and  social  ideas  on  the  Family;  its  composition,  con¬ 
stitution,  and  theory ;  its  defective  and  disintegrating  conditions  ; 
its  constructive  social  functions,  and  its  relations  to  Law,  Indus¬ 
trial,  Educational,  and  Religious  problems,  were  the  leading 
topics  of  the  course,  which  was  adjusted  somewhat  to  the  work 
assigned  to  other  lecturers  of  the  school  in  the  general  field. 

“Theories  Concerning  the  Evolution  ot  the  Family”  was  the 
subject  of  a  course  by  Professor  Willcox,  of  Cornell  ;  “  Family 
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Law”  was  treated  by  Professor  Austin  Abbott,  of  the  New 
York  University  Law  School ;  and  “  Domestic  Science  ”  by  Mrs. 
Alice  Norton,  of  Auburndale,  Mass. ;  “Foods,”  by  Professor 
Atwater,  and  other  topics  closely  related  to  the  Home,  were 
also  subjects  of  special  courses.  This  new  school,  the  first  of 
the  kind  in  America,  is,  of  course,  like  all  such  beginnings,  in 
the  stage  of  early  experiment ;  but  the  outlook  is  said  to  be 
encouraging.  It  must  of  necessity  do  much  for  the  study  of 
the  Family  and  the  Home. 

THE  SERVICES  OF  UNIVERSITIES. 

The  work  of  the  Department  of  Sociology  recently  organized 
in  Columbia,  under  Prof.  F.  H.  Giddings ;  the  special  investiga¬ 
tions  in  Physiological  Psychology  and  its  applications  to  Educa¬ 
tional  work,  now  carried  on  in  Clark,  Harvard,  Yale,  and  prob¬ 
ably  other  universities ;  the  attention  given  to  problems  of 
Heredity  in  the  scientific  world,  and  the  popular  discussions  of 
them  by  Professor  Drummond  and  others,  are  apparently  pre¬ 
paring  the  way  for  much  fresh  light  and  available  popular 
knowledge  on  such  problems  as  those  which  the  work  of  the 
League  brings  out. 

PROGRESS  OF  SOCIOLOGY. 

The  close  relation  which  the  work  of  the  League  has  had  from 
the  first  with  the  remarkable  growth  of  interest  in  Sociology  and 
the  allied  Social  Sciences  is  still  maintained.  The  year  has 
been  one  of  unusual  activity  in  Sociology  proper.  A  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Sociological  Notes,  first  introduced  in  the  Andover 
Review  by  the  Secretary  of  the  League,  has  been  opened  in  the 
Publications  of  the  Academy  of  Political  Science  and  Sociology 
of  Philadelphia,  and  those  interested  in  the  development  of  Soci¬ 
ology  as  a  science  are  likely  to  make  it  a  medium  of  communica¬ 
tion  with  each  other  and  with  the  public.  The  Bibliotheca 
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Sacra ,  now  published  at  Oberlin,  O.,  has  also  a  similar  depart¬ 
ment. 

The  American  Social  Science  Association  for  the  first  time 
devoted  a  day  of  its  last  meeting  to  Sociology.  Then  and 
especially  lately  in  New  York,  in  connection  with  the  meeting 
of  the  American  Economic  Association,  important  conferences 
of  the  leading  Sociologists  of  the  country  were  held,  in  which 
the  nature,  progress,  and  methods  of  Sociology  as  a  science 
were  most  helpfully  considered. 

Institutes  or  conferences  of  what  is  called  Christian  Sociology, 
looking  more  particularly  to  practical  work,  have  been  held  dur¬ 
ing  the  year,  and  further  work  is  planned  for  1895.  The  publica¬ 
tion  of  an  introduction  to  the  “Study  of  Society,”  by  Professor 
Small  and  Dr.  George  E.  Vincent,  of  the  Chicago  University, 
brings  a  book  on  Elementary  Sociology  within  reach  of  the 
general  reader.  A  large  and  thoroughly  scientific  work  by 
Professor  Giddings,  of  Columbia,  is  in  preparation,  to  be  issued 
within  a  year. 

LIBRARIES  AND  A  BIBLIOGRAPHY. 

So  many  inquiries  and  responses  have  come  to  us  from  the 
libraries  of  educational  institutions  for  our  Reports  and  such 
other  publications  of  the  League  as  are  still  in  print  that  we  now 
send  our  Annual  Reports  systematically  to  all  or  nearly  all  the 
libraries  in  the  country,  as  these  are  given  in  the  list  of  the 
Bureau  of  Education.  Correspondence  shows  that  these  reports 
and  papers  are  frequently  of  great  use  to  students  and  the  gen¬ 
eral  reader.  Newspaper  offices  are  also  supplied  to  some  extent. 
Lists  of  references  to  the  Family  and  its  various  subjects  are 
often  called  for,  both  by  those  who  make  up  bibliographies  for 
their  own  students  and  by  other  persons.  Our  old  list  is  now 
out  of  print  as  well  as  outgrown  by  the  increase  of  the  literature 
of  the  subject.  A  new  one  should  be  prepared  in  which  some 
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discrimination  should  be  made  and  descriptions  given  to  guide 
the  reader.  It  is  not  easy  to  select  the  right  book  or  books, 
even  if  they  exist,  to  give  to  the  compiler  of  a  popular  bibliog¬ 
raphy  in  Sociology  as  he  calls  it,  who  asks  for  “  the  best 
book  on  Divorce”  or  “the  best  five  books  on  the  Family,”  or 
for  the  busy  pastor  who  wants  “  the  whole  thing  in  a  hand¬ 
book.”  I  quote  actual  inquiries  that  have  been  made  repeatedly. 
If,  however,  time  and  money  for  printing  can  be  found  this  year, 
a  serviceable  list  can  be  published. 

SOME  LITERATURE  OF  THE  YEAR. 

The  most  important  contribution  of  the  year  to  the  sources  of 
information  on  Marriage  and  Divorce  was  made  by  a  Blue  Book 
of  the  British  Colonial  Office  at  the  direction  of  a  resolution  of 
Parliament.  It  is  entitled,  “  A  Report  on  the  Laws  of  Mar¬ 
riage  and  Divorce  in  Foreign  Countries,”  edited  by  Mr.  Sydney 
Buxton,  of  the  Colonial  Office.  It  contains  a  copy  or  digest  of 
the  laws  on  these  subjects,  reported  by  the  British  Legations 
or  Consuls  from  all  parts  of  the  world.  Its  chief  value  is  in  the 
great  additions  it  makes  to  the  digest  that  appeared  in  the 
Appendix  to  our  own  Government  Report  and  in  some  of  its  full 
and  accurate  statements  of  law  from  original  sources.  But  the 
method  of  collection,  by  a  large  number  of  officials  dealing  with  a 
subject  outside  their  own  special  field,  makes  the  possibility  of 
error  far  greater  than  in  the  work  of  our  government,  which  was 
done  by  a  few  experts  trained  to  special  investigation  under  one 
statistical  officer.  The  work  is  very  useful  in  spite  of  this  defect 
and  the  occasional  use  of  private  rather  than  official  author¬ 
ities,  as  in  the  case  of  the  United  States,  and  of  its  entire  lack 
of  statistics  or  other  means  of  showing  the  actual  working  of 
various  systems  of  Marriage  and  Divorce  Laws. 

Professor  James  Bryce,  through  us  and  others,  has  collected 
much  material  intended  for  use  in  a  chapter  on  our  Marriage 
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and  Divorce  Laws  in  the  latest  edition  of  his  “American  Com¬ 
monwealth  ;  ”  but  in  a  note  in  the  second  volume,  which  has  just 
appeared,  he  says  that  he  must  defer  the  use  of  it  until  another 
time.  Probably  there  is  no  man  living  whose  discussion  of  our 
problem  would  be  more  interesting  or  useful  than  that  of  Mr. 
Bryce. 

A  book  on  “The  History  of  Marriage,  Jewish  and  Christian, 
in  Relation  to  Divorce  and  Certain  Forbidden  Degrees”  (Long¬ 
mans,  Green  &  Co.),  by  Dr.  Luckock,  the  Dean  of  Lichfield,  has 
recently  appeared.  It  is  apparently  an  able  and  fresh  discus¬ 
sion  by  a  writer  of  great  historical  learning  from  the  point  of 
view  taken  by  the  conservative  wing  of  the  Church  of  England, 
and  will  be  read  with  profit  by  those  who  are  not  yet  prepared 
to  accept  its  conclusions  or  even  adopt  its  method. 

Kidd’s  “  Social  Evolution,”  Professor  Drummond’s  “  Ascent 
of  Man,”  Pearson’s  “  National  Life  and  Character,”  and  some 
earlier  though  recent  books,  like  Mackenzie’s  “  Social  Philoso¬ 
phy,”  Fremantle’s  “The  World  as  the  Subject  of  Redemption,” 
Smyth’s  and  Bowne’s  “  Ethics,”  have  much  on  the  Family. 

The  Reports  of  the  Department  of  Labor  at  Washington,  and 
in  some  instances  the  State  Reports,  especially  those  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  contain  much  of  great  value  that  bears  on  the  Family. 
Those  of  the  National  Department  relating  to  Working  Women, 
Building  and  Loan  Associations,  and  especially  the  great  report 
on  Cost  of  Production,  are  steadily  gathering  a  vast  amount  of 
material  for  a  knowledge  of  the  economic  phases  of  the  Home. 

The  detailed  budgets  of  family  expenditure,  going  into  minute 
particulars  on  all  the  conditions  in  the  problem,  make  this  a 
work  of  exceeding  value. 

THE  HOME  AND  THE  TEMPERANCE  QUESTION. 

For  the  last  two  years  your  Secretary  has  had  an  active  part 
in  the  inauguration  by  the  Sociological  Group  of  a  Committee  of 
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Fifty,  which  is  composed  mainly  of  leaders  in  Education  and 
affairs.  Its  aim  is  to  secure  and  present  the  results  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  investigation  of  the  Liquor  Problem  in  its  varied  aspects  as 
a  basis  for  all  who  are  at  work  upon  its  solution,  whatever  may 
be  their  personal  theories.  The  briefest  announcement  of  this 
work  has  shown  an  array  of  scientific  ability  and  a  scope  of  pur¬ 
pose  that  commands  at  once  the  respect  of  large  numbers  of 
the  most  sincere  friends  of  temperance.  In  the  course  of  this 
work,  the  relation  of  the  Home  to  the  subject  will  doubtless 
receive  attention,  and  it  is  thought  desirable  for  our  work 
and  that  of  the  committee  that  the  League  continue  to  be  in 
touch  with  it  through  the  membership  of  its  Corresponding 
Secretary  and  such  activity  in  its  plans  and  work  as  may  be  con¬ 
sistently  given. 

THE  OPPORTUNITIES  OF  THE  CHURCH. 

The  fact  that  our  Report  reaches  a  large  number  of  the  clergy 
of  all  Christian  bodies  leads  us  to  call  attention  here  to  the  great 
service  which  they  can  render  to  the  objects  for  which  we  labor 
with  them.  While  it  is  evident  that  an  increasing  number  of 
sermons  are  preached  every  year  intended  to  show  people  the 
religious  opportunities  of  the  Home  and  its  obligations,  this 
kind  of  work  is  by  no  means  overdone.  It  is  to  be  feared  that 
too  many  congregations  go  through  the  year  without  hearing  a 
single  sermon  regarding  the  Home,  and  that  too  many  preachers 
are  still  unable  to  treat  the  subject  intelligently  and  effectively. 
And  yet,  judging  by  the  report  of  those  who  have  tried  it,  prob¬ 
ably  no  class  of  topics  is  more  welcome  to  most  congregations, 
when  wisely  and  freshly  treated. 

The  place  which  the  Family  held  in  the  religious  history  of 
the  Old  and  New  Testament ;  its  relations  to  Christian  nurture 
to-day  from  its  place  in  the  institutions  and  work  of  society  ;  the 
power  of  the  Home  from  its  peculiar  advantages  of  relation  to 
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the  fundamental  natural  affections ;  the  great  social  virtues  of 
intelligence,  regard  for  authority  and  the  rights  of  others,  love 
of  order,  justice,  self-sacrifice,  industry,  patience,  and  good 
habits,  make  it  at  once  the  most  important  and  the  most  fruit¬ 
ful  of  themes.  And  its  value  in  practical  work  and  its  relation 
to  missionary  problems  and  those  of  social  reform,  together 
with  its  comparative  neglect  in  the  interest  which  the  Church 
has  taken  in  the  development  of  collective  rather  than  domestic 
types  of  activity,  call  for  especial  attention  to  the  Home. 

An  unusual  number  of  the  churches  hold  their  national  meet¬ 
ings  this  year,  at  which  some  have  given  attention  to  the  Family. 
May  it  not  be  well  for  the  clergy  of  them  all  to  see  that  their 
own  bodies  have  their  attention  particularly  called  to  the  sub¬ 
ject  ?  The  action  possible  or  practicable  varies  greatly  with  the 
ecclesiastical  polities  ;  but  each  can  meet  the  need  in  its  own 
way  if  the  sense  of  individual  responsibility  is  cherished. 

FINANCES. 

The  Treasurer’s  Report  shows  that  the  receipts  of  the  year 
have  been  only  $2,325.1 7,  while  the  expenses  were  $2,626.30, 
leaving  a  deficit  of  $301.13.  This,  added  to  a  debt  of  $112.21  at 
the  beginning  of  1894,  leaves  us,  December  31,  with  a  debt  of 
$413.34.  This,  in  a  society  like  ours,  is  a  more  serious  matter 
than  its  small  amount  would  seem  to  imply.  It  is  hoped  that 
another  year  those  who  appreciate  the  work  of  the  League  will 
come  to  its  aid  in  larger  numbers  and  with  increased  gifts,  both 
for  its  own  sake  and  for  the  service  it  renders  to  other  benevo¬ 
lent  societies  and  work. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

SAMUEL  W.  DIKE, 

Corresponding  Secretary. 

January  23,  1895. 
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William  G.  Benedict,  Treasurer , 

Dr.  In  account  with  the  National  Divorce  Reform  League.  Cr. 


Dec.  31,  1894. 

To  Receipts  from  Contributions 

in  1894 . $2,325.17 


$2,325.17 


Dec.  31, 1894. 

By  Disbursements  at  various 
times : — 

Traveling  Expenses  .  .  .  $326.34 

Printing .  131.00 

Postage .  76.55 

Advertising,  Expressage, 

etc .  22.36 

Stationery .  20.05 

Rent .  50.00 

“  Amount  due  the  Sec’y,  Rev. 

S.  W.  Dike,  LL.D.,  at  close 

of  year  1893 .  1 12.21 

“  Amount  applied  toward  sal¬ 
ary  of  1894 . 1,586.66 


$2,325.17 


Deficit,  and  due  Dr.  Dike  on  salary 

of  1894 . $403-34 


I  have  examined  the  above  report  and  find  the  same  correct. 

Everett  O.  Fisk,  Auditor. 


Boston,  Jan.  23,  1895. 


WM.  G.  BENEDICT,  Treasurer. 


Jan.  2.  Rev.  W.  H.  Moore,  Hartford,  Conn .  #2.00 

3.  Pres.  Seth  Low,  LL.D.,  New  York .  50.00 

4.  Rev.  Edward  Abbott,  D.D.,  Cambridge  .  .  .  1.00 

13.  Grace  Church,  Providence,  R.  1 .  25.00 

13.  Rev.  Morgan  Dix,  D.D.,  New  York .  25.00 

16.  Asylum  Hill  Cong.  Church,  Hartford,  Conn.  .  3.00 

17.  “  A  friend,”  Hanover,  N.  H .  10.00 

23.  Mrs.  Theodore  D.  Woolsey,  New  Haven,  Conn.  50.00 
23.  J.  N.  Denison,  Boston .  25.00 
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Jan.  26.  State  University,  Bloomington,  Ind .  $10.00 

31.  Rollstone  Cong.  Church,  Fitchburg .  10.00 

31.  Pres.  E.  M.  Gallaudet,  LL.D., Washington,  D.C.  5.00 

31.  Rev.  Paul  Van  Dyke,  Northampton .  5.00 

Received  in  January .  $ 221.00 

Feb.  3.  State  Street  Cong.  Church,  Portland,  Me.  .  .  $25.00 

7.  Prof.  William  M.  Sloane,  Princeton,  N.  J.  .  .  5.00 

7.  Hon.  Arthur  T.  Lyman,  Boston .  5.00 

13.  G.  W.  W.  Dove,  Chestnut  Hill .  10.00 

15.  Rt.  Rev.  A.  C.  A.  Hall,  D.D.,  Burlington,  Vt.  .  5.00 

17.  Rev.  A.  B.  Hunter,  Raleigh,  N.  C .  5.00 

1 7.  Church  of  the  Incarnation,  New  York  ....  50.00 

19.  Rev.  C.  D.  Bradlee,  D.D.,  Boston .  5.00 

20.  Hon.  William  E.  Dodge,  New  York  ....  100.00 

21.  Mrs.  Ellen  Battelle  Dietrick,  Boston .  5.00 

22.  Stuart  Wood,  Philadelphia,  Pa .  10.00 

22.  James  C.  Braman,  Auburndale .  10.00 

23.  W.  O.  Grover,  Boston  .  . . 50.00 

23.  Mrs.  George  H.  Corliss,  Providence,  R.  I.  .  .  10.00 

26.  St.  Bartholomew’s  Church,  New  York  (in  part)  50.00 

Received  in  February .  $345.00 

March  1.  Rev.  Thomas  W.  Thompson,  Worcester  .  .  .  $5.00 

3.  Hon.  Nathaniel  Shipman,  LL.D.,  Hartford, 

Conn .  25.00 

3.  Hon.  Hamilton  Andrews  Hill,  LL.D.,  Boston  10.00 

3.  George  P.  Davis,  Brookline .  5.00 

6.  Prof.  W.  E.  Huntington,  Ph.D.,  Newton  Centre  5.00 

8.  Ephraim  Whitman,  Worcester .  25.00 

9.  St.  Ann’s  Church,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y .  5.00 

9.  Alfred  T.  White,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y .  10.00 

9.  William  G.  Benedict,  Boston .  25.00 

9.  Edwin  Ginn,  Winchester .  10.00 

10.  Christ  Church,  Fitchburg .  10.17 

10.  Pres.  W.  DeWitt  Hyde,  D.D.,  Brunswick,  Me.  5.00 

13.  Rev.  Arthur  Lawrence,  D.D.,  Stockbridge  .  .  25.00 

13.  W.  W.  Lockwood,  Detroit,  Mich .  10.00 

14.  Col.  Jacob  L.  Greene,  Hartford,  Conn.  ...  25.00 
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March  15.  Robert  C.  Ogden,  Philadelphia,  Pa .  $25.00 

15.  W.  P.  Henzy,  Philadelphia,  Pa .  20.00 

15.  George  Burnham,  Philadelphia,  Pa .  25.00 

16.  W.  S.  Price,  Philadelphia,  Pa .  5.00 

16.  Rev.  Henry  Clay  Trumbull,  D.D.,  Philadelphia, 

Pa .  5.00 

16.  First  Baptist  Church,  Newton  Centre  ....  10.00 

22.  Prof.  E.  Y.  Hincks,  D.D.,  Andover .  5.00 

23.  Rev.  Kingsley  Twining,  D.D.,  Morristown,  N.  J.  5.00 

24.  Rev.  Leroy  S.  Bean,  Gorham,  Me .  5.00 

30.  Mrs.  Joanna  D.  Crawford,  M.D.,  Minneapolis, 

Minn .  5.00 

30.  Rev.  P.  S.  Pratt,  Dorset,  Vt .  2.00 

30.  Mrs.  R.  H.  Dana,  Cambridge .  5.00 

Received  in  March .  $317.17 

April  4.  Rev.  G.  L.  Demarest,  D.D.,  Manchester,  N.  H.  $5. 00 

4.  Rev.  M.  W.  Darling,  Sioux  City,  Io .  1.00 

7.  Rt.  Rev.  William  Lawrence,  D.D.,  Cambridge,  20.00 

9.  Grace  Church,  New  York .  100.00 

13.  William  Goodell,  M.D.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  .  .  10.00 

13.  Rev.  S.  P.  Cook,  Northfield .  5.00 

14.  The  Very  Rev.  E.  A.  Hoffman,  D.D., New  York,  25.00 

19.  Martha  C.  Burgess,  Dedham .  10.00 

21.  All  Saints’  Church,  Worcester .  10.00 

23.  Rev.  Herbert  Welch,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y .  5.00 

Received  in  April .  $191.00 

May  io.  Rev.  A.  Moss  Merwin,  Pasadena,  Cal .  $5.00 

18.  Hon.  Jeremiah  Halsey,  Norwich,  Conn.  .  .  .  5.00 

23.  Hon.  Jonathan  A.  Lane,  Boston  .  5.00 

23.  Hon.  H.  O.  Houghton,  Cambridge .  10.00 

23.  Hon.  Charles  C.  Burr,  Auburndale  (in  part)  .  10.00 

26.  J.  Howard  Nichols,  Newton .  5.00 

Received  in  May .  $40.00 

June  6.  Rev.  F.  N.  Peloubet,  D.D.,  Auburndale  .  .  .  $5.00 

16.  Hon.  J.  P.  Bates,  Brookline  .  10.00 

16.  George  Ripley,  Andover . 10.00 
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June  16.  Hon.  Charles  C.  Burr,  Auburndale  (in  part)  .  $10.00 

16.  Hon.  Samuel  B.  Capen,  Boston .  10.00 

20.  St.  John’s  Church,  Stamford,  Conn .  10.00 

21.  George  B.  Knapp,  Auburndale .  5.00 

Received  in  June .  $60.00 

July  1.  Nathan  Mosman,  Auburndale .  $2.00 

2.  Grace  Church,  New  Bedford .  25.00 

6.  Rev.  E.  W.  Smith,  Fall  River .  5.00 

6.  Walter  C.  Durfee,  Fall  River .  3.00 

11.  Rev.  Geo.  M.  Steele,  D.D.,  Auburndale  .  .  .  5.00 

23.  Rev.  Daniel  Merriman,  D.D.,  Worcester  .  .  50.00 

30.  Rev.  William  Grosvenor,  Lenox .  10.00 

31.  Mrs.  George  Westinghouse,  Lenox .  100.00 

31.  Rev.  Parris  T.  Farwell,  Stockbridge .  10.00 

Received  in  July .  $210.00 

Aug.  14.  John  E.  Parsons,  New  York  .  .  ••....  $10.00 

28.  Miss  “  H.  C.  B.  ” .  25.00 

Received  in  August .  $35.00 

Sept.  18.  Rev.  Henry  Fairbanks,  Ph.D.,  St.  Johnsbury,  Vt.  $20.00 

Received  in  September .  $20.00 

Oct.  10.  J.  W.  Danielson,  Providence,  R.  I .  $20.00 

15.  Rev.  W.  Spooner  Smith,  Auburndale  ....  10.00 

16.  Rev.  John  H.  Denison,  D.D.,  Williamstown  .  10.00 

1 7.  Hon.  F.  J.  Kingsbury,  LL.D.,  Waterbury,  Conn.  25.00 

17.  Rev.  J.  G.  Davenport,  D.D.,  Waterbury,  Conn.  5.00 

23.  Prof.  Henry  W.  Farnham,  New  Haven,  Conn.  25.00 

23.  Rev.  C.  W.  Huntington,  Lowell .  5.00 

23.  Dr.  Charles  A.  Peabody,  Worcester .  10.00 

23.  Samuel  Johnson,  Boston .  10.00 

25.  Pres.  Franklin  Carter,  LL.D.,  Williamstown  .  5.00 

25.  Mrs.  E.  H.  Merrell,  Ripon,  Wis .  2.00 

25.  Rodney  Dennis,  Hartford,  Conn .  20.00 

25.  Hon.  Henry  C.  Robinson,  Hartford,  Conn.  .  .  5.00 

31.  Hon.  Charles  J.  Schnabel,  Portland,  Ore.  .  .  5.00 

Received  in  October .  $157.00 
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Nov.  3.  Mrs.  W.  E.  Dodge,  Sr.,  New  York .  $ 10.00 

3.  Rev.  D.  Stuart  Dodge,  New  York .  10.00 

8.  Rev.  Cecil  F.  P.  Bancroft,  LL.D.,  Andover  .  5.00 

8.  Prof.  John  Phelps  Taylor,  D.D.,  Andover  .  .  5.00 

9.  Prof.  John  Bascom,  D.D.,  LL.D.,  Williamstown  2.00 

12.  Prof.  Geo.  D.  B.  Pepper,  D.D.,  Waterville,  Me.  1.00 

13.  Henry  G.  Marquand,  New  York .  10.00 

14.  Anson  Phelps  Stokes,  New  York .  10.00 

14.  Prof.  Francis  G.  Peabody,  D.D.,  Cambridge  .  5.00 

15.  E.  R.  Brown,  Dover,  N.  H .  5.00 

15.  Hon.  Lyman  D.  Brewster,  Danbury,  Conn.  .  .  5.00 

15.  First  Church,  Hartford,  Conn .  25.00 

16.  First  Church,  Middletown,  Conn .  10.00  . 

20.  William  B.  Herrick,  Auburndale  '. .  25.00 

21.  James  J.  Goodwin,  New  York .  25.00 

23.  Mrs.  Horace  Fairbanks,  St.  Johnsbury,  Vt.  .  .  10.00 

24.  Rev.  Horace  Dutton,  Auburndale .  5.00 

29.  Rev.  Walker  Glynne,  Summit,  N.  J .  1.00 


Received  in  November .  $ 169.00 

Dec.  3.  Hon.  S.  E.  Baldwin,  LL.D.,  New  Haven,  Conn.  $50.00 

5.  “  A  Vermont  Lady  ” .  25.00 

5.  Rev.  T.  T.  Munger,  D.D.,  New  Haven,  Conn.  5.00 

5.  Rev.  Calvin  Cutler,  Auburndale .  3.00 

7.  Hon.  Edward  L.  Pickard,  Auburndale  ....  10.00 

11.  Trinity  Church,  Boston .  50.00 

11.  St.  Bartholomew’s  Church,  New  York  (balance)  50.00 

11.  Hon.  Royal  C.  Taft,  Providence,  R.  1 .  10.00 

11.  Everett  O.  Fisk,  Boston .  5.00 

15.  Rev.  E.  M.  Parker,  Concord,  N.  H .  5.00 

15.  Rev.  W.  W.  Atterbury,  D.D.,  New  York  .  .  5.00 

15.  Grace  Church,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y .  15.00 

15.  Samuel  D.  Warren,  Boston .  15  00 

17.  Rev.  E.  E.  Strong,  D.D.,  Auburndale  ....  3.00 

18.  Messrs.  Funk  and  Wagnalls,  New  York  .  .  10.00 

18.  Coolidge  S.  Roberts,  Auburndale .  20.00 

18.  Rev.  Frederick  B.  Allen,  Boston .  5.00 

18.  Miss  M.  J.  Allen,  Boston .  5.00 
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Dec.  18.  Rev.  George  M.  Adams,  D.D.,  Auburndale  .  #5.00 

r8.  Prof.  W.  F.  Willcox,  Ph.D.,  Ithaca,  N.  Y.  .  .  5.00 

18.  Thomas  Todd,  Concord .  5.00 

19.  A.  C.  Tenney,  Chelsea . •  *  .  .  2.00 

20.  W.  F.  Whittemore,  Boston .  5.00 

21.  Rev.  D.  L.  Furber,  D.D.,  Newton  Centre  .  .  2.00 

21.  Hon.  Edmund  H.  Bennett,  LL.D.,  Boston  .  .  10.00 

22.  St.John’s  Church,  Providence,  R.  1 .  25.00 

24.  William  Endicott,  Jr.,  Boston .  5.00 

24.  First  Congregational  Church,  Hyde  Park  .  .  10.00 

26.  Charles  J.  Bonaparte,  Baltimore,  Md .  10.00 

27.  St.  Luke’s  Church,  Philadelphia,  Pa .  25.00 

28.  Church  of  the  Holy  Trinity,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  25.00 

28.  Hon.  John  H.  Washburn,  New  York  ....  20.00 

29.  E.  P.  Dutton,  New  York .  10.00 

29.  Hon.  Charles  C.  Burr,  Auburndale  (extra)  .  .  20.00 

31.  Prof.  George  Harris,  D.D.,  Andover .  10.00 

31.  South  Cong.  Church,  Springfield .  25.00 

31.  Prof.  Alvah  Hovey,  D.D.,  LL.D.,  Newton 

Centre .  5.00 

31.  Rev.  C.  H.  Spalding,  Cambridge .  10.00 

31.  Rev.  Morgan  Dix,  D.D.,  New  York .  25.00 

31.  Prof.  Alexander  R.  Merriam,  Hartford,  Conn.,  5.00 

31.  Rev.  Francis  E.  Clark,  D.D.,  Auburndale  .  .  5.00 


Received  in  December 


$560.00 


CONSTITUTION 


OF  THE 

National  Divorce  Reform  League 


Article  I.  This  Association  shall  be  called  the  National  Divorce  Reform 
League. 

Art.  II.  Its  object  shall  be  to  promote  an  improvement  in  public  sentiment  and 
legislation  in  the  institution  of  the  Family,  especially  as  affected  by  existing  evils  relating 
to  Marriage  and  Divorce.  It  may  co-operate  with  auxiliary  or  other  bodies  having 
similar  aims  in  such  ways  as  may  be  deemed  expedient. 

Art.  III.  It  shall  consist  of  the  following  persons,  having  power  to  fill  vacancies 
and  to  add  to  their  number. 

Art.  IV.  The  officers  of  this  society  shall  be  a  President,  not  more  than  five 
Vice-Presidents,  a  Recording  Secretary,  a  Corresponding  Secretary,  a  Treasurer,  and  an 
Executive  Committee  of  not  more  than  twelve  persons,  of  which  Committee  the 
Corresponding  Secretary  shall  be  a  member,  and  of  which  not  less  than  three  shall 
constitute  a  quorum,  having  the  duties  indicated  in  their  several  offices ;  to  be  elected 
at  the  Annual  Meeting,  and  to  hold  office  until  their  successors  are  appointed. 

Art.  V.  The  League  shall  hold  its  Annual  Meeting  on  the  first  Wednesday  in 
January,  unless  otherwise  directed  by  the  Executive  Committee,  and  at  such  hour  and 
place  as  shall  be  indicated  in  the  call  of  the  Committee, 

Art.  VI.  Amendments  of  this  Constitution,  of  which  due  notice  shall  have  been 
given  in  the  call  of  any  Annual  Meeting,  may  be  adopted  at  such  meeting  by  the  vote  of 
two-thirds  of  the  members  present. 

All  Communications  concerning  the  work  of  the  League  and  its  general  business 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Corresponding  Secretary,  Rev,  Samuel  W.  Dike,  LL.D., 
Auburndale,  Mass. 

Contributions  should  be  sent  to  the  Treasurer,  William  G.  Benedict,  Esq.,  6io 
Atlantic  Avenue,  Boston. 


FORM  OF  BEQUEST. 

I  hereby  give  and  bequeath  to  the  National  Divorce  Reform  League,  a  Corpo¬ 
ration  created  by  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Connecticut,  or  its  successors  or  assigns,  the 

sum  of. . dollars,  the  principal  [or  income,  as  may  be  desired] 

of  which  is  to  be  used  for  the  purposes  for  which  said  Corporation  was  chartered. 


